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leas. pa^aUy along a firs, side of tt,e bag and which fi.. and second ropes extend teongh .he 
rigid tubular support in opposite directions. 

TT,e Mowbray reference milizes only a singje rope which passes toough .he b^bular 
™en,ber no. two ropes. Since «,ere is only a single rope i. ca».o. pass ^ .he nrbuiar 
member in opposire directions as specified by to presen. appUcan.. Cairns. Fur.hennore. U,e 
single rope passing .hrou^ ^ .ubo.ar suppor. in .he Mowbray reference is no. secured «, one 
side of .he bag as is required by to presen. applicants claims for bo.h to firs, and second ropes. 
Radrer .ban having to ropes secured .o to bags to Mowbray refer«,ce simply .caches runmng 
a single rope to. is complexly independen. of to bags .hrough to mbular support. 

The advantages of to presen. applicants invention over to prior ar,, Wifi^ by to 
Mowbray reference, is to, by utili.ing.wo ropes, each of which is secured .0 to side of to bag 
before passing ti»ough to mbe, to rope maRes «vo righ. mms. The firs. »m is where to rope 
comes up from to bag and enters to ti.be. TTe second righ. ti,m is where to rope c.is.s to 
.^e for securemen. u, an overhead suppor.. These .wo 90» angles crea« an opposing force tiu.. 
keeps to bag tiom slipping in eitirer direction and makes i. impossible for to bag .0 slip off to 
end of to mbe. The 90= ti^s also cause sufBcien. fticion .0 relieve pressure a. to poim where 
,he rope is sewn .0 to bag resulting in s»ucti.ral in.e^.y and longer life, h is poin.ed ou. .0 to 
examiner to. insecicide dus, bags of .his na«re are .yp.cally loaded w,.h up .0 25 pounds of 
insecicide, comparable .0 to weigh. ,wo or «,ree bowling balls. TTis causes considerable 
downward pressure, especially upon impaC witi, a cow which may .oss to bag upward witi, i« 
head, causing to entire load .0 fall under to influence of gmvity. 

,f to prior art bag of Cormer was combined with to solid support rod of Mowbray, .here 
would still be only a s,ng,c rope passing ti^ough to tubular support, there would not be two 
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ropes passing in opposite directions through the tubular support and the rope would still not be 
secured to the side of the bag. These are all limitations in applicant's claims. If the Cortner bag 
was supported on the Mowbray tube, there would be nothing to keep the bag from sliding back 
and forth, from bunching up at the center of the bag or from sliding off the ends of the tube. 

In short, the prior art fails to teach the limitations of claims 1-9 which are directed to the 
very essence of the invention. In fact, the prior art not only fails to teach the invention, but 
teaches directly contrary to it. The prior art teaches utilizing one rope instead of two. The prior 
art teaches that the oner rope passes through the tube in *one* direction rather than two ropes 
passing in opposite directions. The prior art teaches that the rope be unattached to the bag rather 
than having two ropes, each of which is secured to the side of the bag. There could hardly be 
greater evidence of non-obviousness than there is in this case where the prior art offers no 
suggestion of the claimed invention, does not even contemplate the problems which are 
addressed by the invention, and in fact teaches directly contrary to the distinguishing limitations 
of the claimed invention. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is even further from any suggestion or 
teaching of applicant's invention than the patents discussed above. 



It is clear that the applicant has presented claims which are distinguishable and non- 
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